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Abstract

Background: Gut microbiome dysbiosis has been demonstrated in subjects with newly diagnosed and chronic
inflammatory bowel disease (IBD). In this study we sought to explore longitudinal changes in dysbiosis and
ascertain associations between dysbiosis and markers of disease activity and treatment outcome.

Methods: We performed a prospective cohort study of 19 treatment-naïve pediatric IBD subjects and 10 healthy
controls, measuring fecal calprotectin and assessing the gut microbiome via repeated stool samples. Associations
between clinical characteristics and the microbiome were tested using generalized estimating equations. Random
forest classification was used to predict ultimate treatment response (presence of mucosal healing at follow-up
colonoscopy) or non-response using patients’ pretreatment samples.

Results: Patients with Crohn’s disease had increased markers of inflammation and dysbiosis compared to controls.
Patients with ulcerative colitis had even higher inflammation and dysbiosis compared to those with Crohn’s disease.
For all cases, the gut microbial dysbiosis index associated significantly with clinical and biological measures of
disease severity, but did not associate with treatment response. We found differences in specific gut microbiome
genera between cases/controls and responders/non-responders including Akkermansia, Coprococcus, Fusobacterium,
Veillonella, Faecalibacterium, and Adlercreutzia. Using pretreatment microbiome data in a weighted random forest
classifier, we were able to obtain 76.5 % accuracy for prediction of responder status.

Conclusions: Patient dysbiosis improved over time but persisted even among those who responded to treatment
and achieved mucosal healing. Although dysbiosis index was not significantly different between responders and
non-responders, we found specific genus-level differences. We found that pretreatment microbiome signatures are
a promising avenue for prediction of remission and response to treatment.
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Background
Inflammatory bowel disease (IBD), including Crohn’s dis-
ease (CD) and ulcerative colitis (UC), is characterized by
chronic remitting and relapsing inflammation of the gastro-
intestinal tract. Persistent inflammation and continuing in-
sult lead to fibrosis, scarring, and the need for multiple
surgeries. The pathogenesis of IBD is complex and poorly
understood. A disturbance of intestinal mucosal homeo-
stasis, influenced by genetic factors, the intestinal micro-
biome, the immune system, and environmental exposures,
is believed to underlie IBD [1, 2]. While 200 distinct gen-
etic loci have been associated with IBD in a recent report
[3], many of these genes point to pathways involving
bacterial recognition or host response to microbial in-
fections, both clearly influenced by the environment.
Although the prevalence of adult-onset IBD has plateaued
in the Westernized world, recent population-based studies
on IBD from Canada [4], the USA [5], and Europe [6]
suggest a rapid increase in pediatric-onset IBD, particu-
larly in children younger than 10 years. Genetic causes are
unlikely to account for these epidemiological findings.
The risk of IBD among first-generation immigrants to the
Western world from south Asia and Africa as well as the
prevalence of IBD in native Asia or Africa are exceedingly
low, yet second-generation immigrants have a greatly
increased risk similar to that in the location to which they
immigrated [7]. This emerging global rise of pediatric IBD
incidence has fueled a quest to identify early life exposures
including potential microbiome alterations due to lifestyle
and diet that could explain the increasing risk for IBD
among children [8, 9].
Several studies have described characteristic patterns

within the gut microbiome of patients with IBD [10–13].
In general, shifts in bacterial taxa and decreased commu-
nity diversity have been found in treatment-naïve CD [14]
and in IBD in general [15–17], with the extent of dysbiosis
associated with severity of inflammation [18]; however, it
is not clear whether these changes are a cause or conse-
quence of IBD [2]. In one recent study involving a large
number of subjects, the microbiome of treatment-naïve
pediatric CD patients had a distinct signature compared
to non-IBD subjects, as measured by both fecal and intes-
tinal mucosa bacterial ecosystems [19]. However, this
study used primarily mucosal biopsies and was limited to
a single time point—it did not capture the dynamics of
the gut microbiome over time. One recent study showed
that dysbiosis results from independent effects of inflam-
mation, diet, and antibiotics after selected subjects with
pediatric Crohn’s disease were treated with enteral nutri-
tion and some conventional medications [18]. Although
this study measured the bacterial community before and
after intervention, the study only provided data for an 8-
week study period and only 4 samples per patient. Long-
term data are still lacking regarding dysbiosis subjects

who undergo standard-of-care treatment in clinical
practice. Once IBD is diagnosed, patients undergo a
series of treatments to induce clinical remission, in
which mucosal healing is promoted by controlling
mucosal inflammation. Some patients respond clinically
to treatment with normalization of symptoms and evi-
dence of mucosal healing seen in repeat colonoscopies
(“responders” or “remitters”); other patients continue to
have persistent inflammation or a remitting-relapsing dis-
ease course with a variable degree of mucosal inflamma-
tion (“non-responders” or “non-remitters”). It is critically
important to study the intestinal microbiome over the
course of treatment to identify whether there are micro-
bial signatures that distinguish these different outcomes.
This can be achieved with longitudinal microbiome ana-
lysis, starting at diagnosis and following up throughout
treatment in parallel with clinical characterization. We
hypothesize that distinct signatures of microbiota can be
found and applied in clinical practice to assess ongoing
inflammation and predict response to treatment. An
important study by Kolho et al. examined the treatment
responses using fecal calprotectin in patients with median
disease duration of 3.5 years after diagnosis [20]. Although
our study was similar, our study design differed from that
of Kolho et al. in that we used mucosal healing in addition
to fecal calprotectin as a measure of mucosal inflamma-
tion and used sequencing rather than phylogenetic micro-
arrays to classify species levels.
Here we report the results of a longitudinal investiga-

tion of 19 children diagnosed with IBD, of whom 15 had
a final diagnosis of CD and 4 had a final diagnosis of
UC. All 19 subjects were recruited from a single center,
were treatment-naïve at the time of enrollment, were
treated with current standards of practice guidelines,
and were followed clinically for a median of 8 months.
Treatment regimens were not protocolized, but treatment
was escalated to maximal medical therapy or surgical
resection was recommended if, upon clinical evaluation,
the subject was categorized as a non-responder to previ-
ous treatment. We also recruited and followed 10 un-
affected controls for comparison: 6 family members and 4
unrelated controls. We measured fecal calprotectin in all
samples as an objective measure of inflammation as well
as the subjective clinical disease activity indices (Pediatric
Crohn’s Disease Activity Index [PCDAI] or Pediatric
Ulcerative Colitis Activity Index [PUCAI]). The strength
of our study lies in the dense longitudinal data collection
(217 total visits—a median of 8 time points for both cases
and controls), thorough clinical characterization of our
patients at each visit, measurement of clinical disease
activity indices, and simultaneous use of fecal calprotectin
as an objective measure of mucosal inflammation. We
comprehensively analyzed inflammation, diversity, and
dysbiosis by standard methods including the previously
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described dysbiosis index, explored gut microbiome differ-
ences at the genus level among cases and controls and
treatment responders and non-responders, and finally
assessed the ability of pretreatment samples to predict
treatment response.

Methods
Study population
Potential participants were identified from Children’s
Healthcare of Atlanta inpatient wards and outpatient
pediatric IBD clinics based on clinical suspicion of IBD
based on symptoms or lab work. Criteria to participate
in the study included CD or UC diagnosis confirmed by
colonoscopy and/or magnetic resonance enterography,
willingness to participate, and ability to maintain close
follow-up. Patients and families gave informed consent
and assent to participate in the study. Exclusion criteria
included prior diagnosis of IBD, prior therapy with immu-
nomodulators or biologics, or history of non-compliance
with clinical appointments.
A total of 19 pediatric IBD cases (≤17 years old, 15 with

CD and 4 with UC) were enrolled in this longitudinal
prospective study between June 2013 and January 2014.
Participants were followed at regular intervals beginning
at the time of enrollment until the termination of the
study in August 2014. All patients were phenotyped at the
time of enrollment according to the Paris Classification
[21]. Demographic and phenotypic characteristics were
collected via patient interview and chart review at the time
of sample delivery, and an abbreviated PCDAI [22–24] or
PUCAI was obtained at all clinical visits [25]. Medical
treatment was not affected by joining this study. Patients
started to receive treatment between their first and second
clinical visits. Patients were treated with aggressive mono-
therapy of either immunomodulators or biologics with
mucosal reassessment via colonoscopy approximately one
year after diagnosis. Based on the presence or absence of
mucosal healing, we dichotomized patients as responders
(n = 6) or non-responders (n = 13), respectively, inde-
pendent of any knowledge about microbiome compos-
ition. Since subjects received multiple treatments, we
did not categorize based on the particular treatment
exposures. Patients receiving surgery were classified as
non-responders, and only presurgery time points were
used in analyses. Family members of patients were
recruited as related controls (n = 6), and unrelated
controls ≤17 years old with no IBD diagnosis were also
recruited (n = 4). Once enrolled, participants were followed
no more frequently then weekly.

Specimen collection and processing
Fecal samples were obtained at regular intervals begin-
ning at the time of diagnosis and throughout the study
(Fig. 1). Each fecal sample was collected and placed into

two separate Para-Pak Vials: one with 100 % ethanol and
one without ethanol. The specimen with ethanol was
submitted to the study coordinator at room temperature
for processing within 24 hours of collection. The speci-
men was spun down, the ethanol discarded, and the
remaining stool was either stored at –20 °C until ready
for aliquoting or immediately aliquoted to be stored
at –80 °C for fecal microbiome analysis. The specimen
without ethanol was stored at –20 °C until it was
aliquoted and stored at –80 °C for fecal calprotectin
analysis. Fecal calprotectin was measured by Eagle Biosci-
ences Calprotectin Enzyme-Linked Immunosorbent Assay
(ELISA) kits according to the manufacturer’s guidelines.

Bioinformatic processing
In collaboration with the Broad’s Molecular Biology R&D
(MBRD) lab, we sequenced the V4 region of the bacterial
16S rRNA gene using the Illumina MiSeq platform
according to the manufacturer’s specifications. Reads were
demultiplexed into fastq files for each sample using
sequence barcodes. Forward and reverse reads were joined
with PANDAseq [26]. After samples with fewer than 3000
reads were excluded, there was a median of 66,000 reads
per sample used in the study. The joined sequence files
were formatted using a Python script to add QIIME
headers with the respective sample ID to each sequence
before concatenating into one file for input into QIIME
1.8.0 [27]. Operational taxonomic units (OTUs) were
picked using the QIIME pick_closed_reference_otus.py
script with a threshold of 97 % identity to the Greengenes
v13_8 database. A median of 91 % of reads per sample
were classified successfully with this closed-reference OTU
approach. The Shannon alpha diversity was calculated on
the unfiltered biom table using the alpha_diversity.py
script, and weighted UniFrac distances were calculated
with the beta_diversity.py script. The microbial dysbiosis
index (initially described by Gevers et al. [19]) was
calculated in R for each sample. The microbial dysbiosis
index is defined as the log10 of the total abundance in
organisms increased in CD divided by the total abun-
dance of organisms decreased in CD. The increased-
in-CD taxa comprise Enterobacteriaceae, Pasteurellaceae,
Fusobacteriaceae, Neisseriaceae,Veillonellaceae, and Gemel-
laceae. Decreased-in-CD taxa are Bacteroidales, Clostri-
diales (excluding Veillonellaceae), Erysipelotrichaceae, and
Bifidobacteriaceae [19].
To test the robustness of our findings from these

Shannon diversity and dysbiosis calculations, we repeated
association tests between cases and controls using our
data (1) with a de novo OTU clustering approach and (2)
by rarefying to an even sequencing depth. Our de novo
analysis was performed the same as our original closed-
reference analysis with the exception that chimeras were
first removed from each sample using USEARCH v6.1
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[28], then OTUs were picked using the pick_de_novo_o-
tus.py script. Taxonomic classification was performed
using the same Greengenes database. The same median
percentage of sequences was ultimately successfully classi-
fied (91 %) using this de novo approach.
We randomly rarefied each sample in our original

closed-OTU biom table to 3155 sequences, the lowest
sequencing depth observed in our samples, using the
rrarefy function in the R package vegan [29]. We then
measured the Shannon diversity using vegan’s diversity
function and calculated the dysbiosis index using the
same R code described previously. We repeated this
10,000 times and took the median of the results from
these rarefactions for each sample; we then repeated
our regression analyses using these values. For a
complete summary of reads/sample, QC information,
and calculated values, see Additional file 1.
Overall there were 7628 OTUs in our samples. For

our genus-by-genus and random forest analyses we
collapsed data to the genus level (combining OTUs
belonging to the same genus) and converted counts to
frequencies using the summarize_taxa.py QIIME script.
There were 397 genus-level taxa in our 158 microbiome

samples. To test for significance, we required a genus to
be present at greater than 0.15 % abundance in at least
one sample, leaving 134 genera.

Statistical analysis
We performed all data analyses in R. To account for the
correlations within individuals over time, we performed lin-
ear regressions in a generalized estimating equation (GEE)
framework [30] using the R package geepack [31]. We as-
sumed an independent correlation structure and used the
robust (sandwich) estimator for standard error. Subject ob-
servations were additionally inversely weighted by the total
number of observations for that individual to ensure that
results were not driven by individuals who were observed
more frequently [32]. Wald tests were used to assess the
significance of coefficients in our GEE. To compare marker
levels between groups, we modeled markers (calprotectin,
dysbiosis, diversity) as a function of disease status (case
versus control or UC versus CD). To assess differences
between groups at baseline (all clinical outcomes as well as
genus-by-genus analysis), or to measure changes over time,
we considered models with time since study enrollment.
When comparing change over time between CD, UC, and

Fig. 1 Log10(calprotectin + 1) values for all study subjects used in analysis. Larger circle size reflects higher measured calprotectin. Time points
where calprotectin was <100 μg/g are shown in blue; time points where calprotectin was >100 μg/g are shown in red. CD Crohn’s disease, UC
ulcerative colitis, R responder to treatment, NR non-responder to treatment, F, familial control, U unrelated control. (See also Table 1 and Add-
itional file 2: Table S1.)
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controls, time by diagnosis interactions were also consid-
ered. We used the same models without time to assess
average differences between groups over the course of
disease. For associations between pairs of markers (e.g., cal-
protectin and dysbiosis) throughout the course of our
study, we modeled one marker (calprotectin) as a function
of the other marker (dysbiosis).

Predictive modeling
We used the R package randomForest [33] and genus
frequency data from each subject’s first pretreatment
fecal sample (available for 5 responders and 12 non-
responders) to train a random forest with 25,001 trees to
predict response or non-response. Trees were grown to
the maximum size possible; by default, 12 genera (the
square root of the number of input genera) were consid-
ered as candidates at each split, and splitter importance
was calculated as mean decrease in the Gini impurity,
described in the randomForest documentation [33]. Be-
cause of the small sample size, we did not differentiate
between UC and CD patients for this analysis. To assess
if this was reasonable, we calculated the proportion of
the variance in weighted UniFrac distances between pa-
tients’ pretreatment samples explained by response/non-
response status and IBD subtype using permutational
ANOVA (PERMANOVA) as implemented in the adonis
function in the R package vegan [29]. To account for un-
equal sample sizes of responders and non-responders in
our random forest, we used weights equal to the inverse
of the sample size of each class; the cost of misclassifying
responders therefore equaled the cost of misclassifying
non-responders. We also performed the analysis with equal
class sizes (5 each of responders and non-responders) to
ensure that our results were not the result of the class im-
balance of our cohort. The receiver operating characteristic
(ROC) curves and the area under the ROC curves (AUC)
were generated using the ROCR package in R [34]. The
significance of prediction accuracy and AUC was assessed
by permuting the response/non-response status 10,000
times.

Results
Extensive characterization of gut inflammation and
microbiome in a longitudinal cohort of children with IBD
Twenty-nine individuals were included in the longitudinal
analysis, representing four groups: patients with CD (n =
15), patients with UC (n = 4), unaffected controls with a
first-degree genetic relationship to an affected individual
(family members, n = 6), and unaffected controls with no
genetic relationship to any affected individual included in
this study (unrelated, n = 4). Table 1 shows a summary
of clinical characteristics and total number of visits
used in the analyses for all study participants. A more
detailed summary of number of microbiome measures,

calprotectin values, and PCDAI time points by case/
control group is provided in Additional file 2: Table S1.
Figure 1 shows a comprehensive visualization of calpro-
tectin measures for all patient and control time points
used in all analyses. GEE comparison of familial and
unrelated controls showed no significant differences at
baseline and no differences in average fecal calprotectin
or alpha diversity between the two groups. However, on
average unrelated controls had a higher dysbiosis index
than related controls (Additional file 2: Table S2). These
groups were pooled into one group of controls for all sub-
sequent analyses, so our results were not inflated by the
lower dysbiosis index apparent in related controls.

Subjects with IBD have increased markers of
inflammation and dysbiosis compared to controls
We first tested general differences in inflammation, micro-
biome diversity, and microbial dysbiosis between IBD cases
and controls using our weighted GEE approach to properly
control for correlations within individuals. The significance
of these coefficients was assessed via Wald tests. Additional
file 2: Table S3 summarizes beta and p value information
for comparisons of baseline values (including time since
first sample as a covariate) and overall averages. Figure 2
shows calprotectin, alpha diversity, and dysbiosis for all
time points for controls, CD patients, and UC patients
(Additional file 2: Figure S1 shows all time points summa-
rized in box-and-whisker plots; Additional file 2: Figure S2
shows controls, responders, and non-responders over time
with a different color for each individual).
For controls, baseline calprotectin was 42 ± 99 μg/g.

Patients with CD had fecal calprotectin values 313 μg/g

Table 1 A summary of relevant characteristics for study
participants

Cases

Diagnosis Crohn's disease 15 (78.9 %) Count (%)

Ulcerative colitis 4 (21.1 %)

Treatment
outcome

Response/mucosal healing 6 (31.6 %)

Non-response without
surgery

8 (42.1 %)

Non-response with surgery 5 (26.3 %)

Time points Microbiome 6 (1–12) Median
(range)

Calprotectin 6 (1–12)

PCDAI 7 (3–13)

Controls

Relatedness Familial 6 (60 %) Count (%)

Unrelated 4 (40 %)

Time points Microbiome 5 (1-8) Median
(range)

Calprotectin 6.5 (1–9)

PCDAI NA
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higher at baseline than controls (p = 0.0002), and patients
with UC had values 1330 μg/g higher than controls (p =
4E-11; Additional file 2: Table S3 summarizes all CD/UC/
control comparisons). Over the entire course of our study
the average difference in fecal calprotectin for CD and UC
patients compared to controls was 181 μg/g (p = 0.00002)
and 1100 μg/g (p = 4E-10), respectively. As seen in previ-
ous studies, patients with IBD had overall lower alpha di-
versity as measured by the Shannon index. The Shannon
index at baseline for controls was 6.02 ± 0.58. Patients
with CD had Shannon index values 0.94 lower at baseline

(p = 0.00001) and 0.72 lower on average (p = 0.007) rela-
tive to controls. Patients with UC had Shannon values
1.31 lower at baseline (p = 8E-05) and 0.98 lower on aver-
age (p = 0.002).
Our sample of patients with IBD also had significantly

higher scores on the dysbiosis index than controls. At
baseline, the mean control dysbiosis index was –1.85 ±
0.55. Baseline dysbiosis was 0.86 point higher for CD pa-
tients (p = 6E-8) and 1.75 points higher for those with
UC (p = 4E-15). Dysbiosis scores were on average 0.67
point higher in CD (p = 3E-07) and 1.38 points higher in
UC (p = 3E-10).
Our microbiome findings of decreased Shannon diversity

and increased dysbiosis did not change when we calculated
these values after de novo OTU picking or after taking the
median of 10,000 rarefactions to the lowest sequencing
depth seen in our closed biom table (see Additional file 3
for a comparison of these approaches to results of our ori-
ginal closed-reference OTU approach).
Patients with UC had significantly higher calprotec-

tin and dysbiosis indices than those with CD (Fig. 2,
Additional file 2: Table S4). UC patients also had fecal
calprotectin levels 829 μg/g higher at baseline (p = 2E-05)
and 917 μg/g higher on average (6E-06) compared to CD
patients. The dysbiosis index was 0.49 point higher among
UC patients at baseline (p = 0.02) and 0.70 point higher on
average (0.0007) than in CD patients. While the Shannon
diversity was lower in our patients with UC, this difference
was not significant, possibly due to the relatively small
sample size of our cohort.
Our longitudinal samples also show improvements in

outcome measures over time for IBD patients (Fig. 2),
reflecting overall response to treatment, while these mea-
sures did not significantly change for controls over the
course of the study (Additional file 2: Table S3). Calpro-
tectin declined in patients with CD relative to controls
(p = 0.02), and in those with UC, calprotectin declined
at around four times the rate of CD compared to con-
trols (p = 3E-06). An increase in Shannon diversity rela-
tive to controls was not significant for CD patients, but
Shannon diversity did improve over the course of the study
for patients with UC compared to controls (p = 0.002).
Both CD and UC patients showed improvements (de-
creases) in the microbial dysbiosis index compared to
controls (p = 0.03 and p = 1E-13, respectively), with UC
patients having a higher comparative rate of decline.

Dysbiosis associates significantly with clinical and
biological measures of disease severity
Our next aim was to test whether dysbiosis showed an
association with calprotectin in our cohort. Using GEE,
we found that higher dysbiosis associated significantly
with higher calprotectin (Additional file 2: Table S5). In

Fig. 2 Clinical characteristics for all study subjects. a–c Characteristics
for control subjects (black), Crohn’s disease patients (CD, red), and
ulcerative colitis patients (UC, blue) are plotted over time with
unadjusted regression lines in black and 95 % confidence intervals
in gray. For patients with CD and UC, calprotectin decreases (a),
alpha diversity increases (b), and gut microbial dysbiosis decreases
(c) over time, reflecting overall improvement following treatment.
Additionally, calprotectin and microbial dysbiosis were significantly
higher in our UC patients than in CD. (See also Additional file 2:
Figures S1 and S2, Tables S3 and S4.)
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the overall dataset including both cases and controls,
one unit increase in microbial dysbiosis (overall mean –
1.3 ± 0.74) was associated with a 260-point increase in
calprotectin (p = 0.0004). This finding also held true
when examining cases only: a one-unit increase in dys-
biosis (case mean –1.06 ± 0.66) associated with 286 μg/g
higher calprotectin (p = 0.02, Additional file 2: Figure
S3A). This is the first time the dysbiosis characteristic of
the CD gut microbiome has been linked to a clinical
measure of inflammation: fecal calprotectin. In contrast,
we found that the Shannon alpha diversity did not show a
relationship with calprotectin (Additional file 2: Table S5).
Our results were not impacted by using a de novo OTU-
picking approach or rarefying reads from each sample
from the closed-OTU-picking biom file to even depth (see
Additional file 3).
For our Crohn’s patients, dysbiosis also significantly

associated with increased PCDAI, the current clinical
measure of disease activity (p = 0.0001, Additional file 2:
Figure S3B). However, PCDAI did not associate signifi-
cantly with calprotectin (Additional file 2: Table S5,
Additional file 2: Figure S3C), suggesting that PCDAI is
not a good stand-in for a direct measure of inflamma-
tion such as calprotectin.

Gut microbiome differences between groups
While the dysbiosis index has predictive power of whether
an individual has CD [19], we found that the baseline dys-
biosis index was not significantly different (p = 0.3) between
treatment responders, who showed evidence of mucosal
healing (n = 6), and non-responders (n = 13). This finding
suggests that baseline dysbiosis may identify cases, but may
not be the best tool for predicting actual response to treat-
ment. Because the components of the dysbiosis index are
broad categories (i.e., family- and order-level taxa), we next
used GEE (again with Wald tests for coefficient signifi-
cance) to test whether distinct microbiome signatures
could be identified among responders and non-
responders at the genus level. Using GEE allowed us to
leverage the power of all of our time points to test dif-
ferences, both between cases and controls and between
non-responders and responders.
We found that 20 genera had nominally significantly

different abundance (p ≤ 0.05) between cases and con-
trols at baseline. Interestingly, 7 of these 20 genera were
not captured by the dysbiosis index. We also found 18
genera that differed significantly at baseline between re-
sponders and non-responders, 5 of which were not cap-
tured in the dysbiosis index. The taxa that differ between
groups are summarized in Fig. 3 and Additional file 2:
Table S6.
When we compared the list of significantly different

genera between cases and controls to the significant gen-
era from our non-responder/responder comparison, 11

of these taxa overlapped. The direction of effect in all
overlapping taxa was the same in the two comparisons:
if a genus was significantly increased in cases compared
to controls, that genus was likewise increased in our
non-responders compared to responders.
Because of our limited sample size, this analysis was

largely exploratory: only two taxa, Coprococcus and Adler-
creutzia, met the threshold for significance in the case/
control comparison (no taxon met this threshold in our
non-responder/responder comparisons) after conservative
Bonferroni correction for multiple tests, with a significant
p value defined as <0.05/134. Coprococcus was decreased
in cases compared to controls and further decreased in
non-responders compared to responders. Adlercreutzia
was also decreased in cases compared to controls but was
at similar levels in non-responders and responders. While
the association of Coprococcus with IBD has long been
known, the association with Adlercreutzia has not been
previously reported.

Predicting future response to treatment via the gut
microbiome using pretreatment samples
We used a random forest classifier to determine if treat-
ment response among cases could be predicted using
microbiome data from the first pretreatment sample from
each individual. Five responders and 12 non-responders
had pretreatment samples for analysis. We combined pa-
tients with UC and CD because the IBD subtype explained
only 4 % of the variability in the weighted UniFrac dis-
tance between pretreatment samples after accounting for
responder/non-responder status, which explained 23 % of
the variability (p = 0.01 after 10,000 permutations). Our
classifier attained an area under the ROC curve (AUC) of
0.75 (Fig. 4a) and 76.5 % accuracy of prediction (signifi-
cant at p = 0.04 and p = 0.03, respectively, after 10,000 per-
mutations of treatment response/non-response status).
The confusion matrix and precision-recall curves for our
random forest model can be found in Additional file 2:
Table S7 and Additional file 2: Figure S4, respectively. Be-
cause the prediction error among responders in this
model is high (60 %), we were concerned that only non-
responders had a distinctive pattern; this could also lead
to a higher prediction error (lower accuracy) than reported
here among populations having a higher proportion of
responders. To investigate this, we additionally used a sub-
sampling approach to fit our random forest classifier, so
that each tree was fit using 5 responders and 5 non-
responders. This model has the same overall prediction
accuracy (76.5 %), but the prediction error in responders
(20 %) and non-responders (25 %) is more comparable,
suggesting that both responders and non-responders have
distinct OTU profiles. These results also suggest that the
prediction accuracy we report here is achievable even in
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populations with varying proportions of responders. The
confusion matrix for the subsampled model can be found
in Additional file 2: Table S8; the ROC and precision-recall
curves can be found in Additional file 2: Figure S5.
The abundances of genera with the top 15 highest

variable importance scores in our weighted random for-
est (listed with importance scores in Additional file 2:
Table S9) are shown in Fig. 4b. Additional file 2: Figure
S6 shows stacked bar charts for each sample used in the
random forest (categorized by eventual response or non-
response) summarizing those of the top 15 genera that
were found above 1 % average abundance. Four of the
top 15 genera (Coprococcus, Adlercreutzia, Dialister, and
an unnamed genus of Enterobacteriaceae) overlapped
with our GEE results. This overlap is denoted with aster-
isks in Fig. 3a and Fig. 4b. Three of these genera were the
most significant in our GEE groupings, further implicating
their significance in our IBD patients: Coprococcus was
most significant of the genera in both case/control and re-
sponder/non-responder comparisons, Adlercreutzia was
most significant in the case/control comparisons, and
Dialister the most significant in responder/non-responder
comparisons. Furthermore, Coprococcus and Adlercreutzia
were the two genera that remained significant in our case/
control analysis (both with decreased abundance) after

Bonferroni correction of our GEE results. Importantly, 14
of the top 15 most important genera identified are identi-
cal between the weighted and equal sampling analyses
(Additional file 2: Table S10), supporting the conclusion
that these taxa are truly responsible for separating re-
sponders and non-responders in our cohort. Replication
in a larger study will be needed to confirm the role of
these taxa in treatment response.

Discussion
We conducted the largest longitudinal study published to
date following newly diagnosed IBD subjects in real time,
collecting measures of disease activity, mucosal inflamma-
tion, and microbiome composition. Sample collection was
initiated at diagnosis, prior to treatment, and continued
throughout the medical and surgical management of these
patients. Here we show that (1) longitudinal stool sam-
pling was both feasible and robust; (2) microbial dysbiosis
improved from baseline but persisted despite complete
cessation of clinical disease activity among responders; (3)
distinct microbiota signatures emerged among responders
compared with non-responders at the genus level, but not
dysbiosis index; and (4) treatment-naïve analysis of the
microbiome could potentially be used to predict whether
a subject will respond to treatment. Our study was based

Fig. 3 Genera with significant differences between cases and controls, non-responders and responders. a –Log10(p value) from testing difference
in abundance of each genus in cases compared to controls and non-responders compared to responders. Blue bars indicate taxa negatively associated
with case or non-responder status, and red bars indicate a positive association. The line below 2 represents the threshold for nominal significance; the
higher line is the significance level after Bonferroni adjustment for multiple tests. The asterisks denote taxa that also appear in the results of our random
forest classifier. b–d Example patterns representative of each of the three categories: b significant in both comparisons, c significant only between
cases and controls, and d significant only between non-responders and responders. (See also Additional file 2: Table S6.)
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on real day-to-day clinical practice, so the study design did
not impact treatment choices for the subjects. Using this
approach, our patients could be treated in a manner
consistent with standard of care. Our findings may prove
clinically useful in tailoring therapies; if confirmed by a
larger study, clinicians could, in the future, make
microbiome-informed decisions about early escalation of
medical therapies versus timely surgical interventions.
In our study, we focused on following patients over

time using stool samples, because obtaining repeated
biopsy samples in a clinical setting is not feasible—it is
invasive, expensive, and impractical for day-to-day
clinical practice. We show that repeated stool samples
can depict the diversity and dysbiosis of the microbiome.
This is an important implication for future studies, be-
cause it suggests that stool samples, which are relatively
cheap and easy to acquire, are an appropriate substitute
for biopsy samples to monitor the microbiome of pa-
tients with IBD.
In terms of clinical outcomes, we assessed disease activ-

ity with PCDAI/PUCAI, the current standards in clinical
use. These measures largely rely on clinician observation
and patient self-report and are therefore indirect assess-
ments of disease activity. Since inflammation impacts
microbiome indices, many studies have been criticized for
not having an objective measure of inflammation. To ad-
dress this shortcoming, we measured fecal calprotectin as

a proxy for mucosal inflammation [35, 36]. Fecal calpro-
tectin is a quantitative measure of disease activity that is
not affected by self-reporting bias and is a direct bio-
marker of mucosal inflammation, the trademark of IBD.
Previously, Gevers et al. [19] described the gut micro-

biome in treatment-naïve CD patients and created the
dysbiosis index to reflect the distinct alteration of the
microbiome in CD. We applied the dysbiosis index to our
population and further showed it to be a useful and rele-
vant tool: the dysbiosis index was significantly higher (indi-
cating more dysbiosis) in both our CD and UC subjects
compared to our unaffected subjects. Furthermore, the
dysbiosis index decreased over the course of the study,
consistent with treatment and subsequent clinical improve-
ment. When it was created, the dysbiosis index showed a
strong correlation with clinical severity as measured by
PCDAI, which we confirm in our study. We further share
the novel finding that the dysbiosis index associates with
the direct measure of inflammation: calprotectin. Because
PCDAI does not show a similar association with higher
calprotectin, the dysbiosis index may be more reflective of
inflammatory status than the less direct disease activity
measure.
Although our sample size is small, we showed that al-

though the dysbiosis index was developed in patients with
CD, patients with UC had significantly higher dysbiosis
than did those with CD, along with increased calprotectin.

Fig. 4 Use of genera to predict eventual response to treatment in pretreatment samples. a Our classifier classifies response status significantly
better than random guess with AUC = 0.75 and overall accuracy of 76.5 % for predicting treatment response/non-response. b Box plots of the
log10 relative abundance plus pseudocount (1E-05) of the 15 genera with highest importance scores in random forest analysis in responders and
non-responders. The asterisks denote taxa also identified as significant in our generalized estimating equations analysis. (See also Additional file 2:
Figures S4 and S6, Additional file 2: Tables S7 and S9.)
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Further, none of the responders in our study were UC pa-
tients. Additional studies in larger patient cohorts are
needed to clarify any distinct features of the microbiome
among IBD patients.
Our subjects were followed for an average of 8 months

and included patients who both responded and did not
respond to treatment. Although the dysbiosis index im-
proved over time in patients, it did not reach levels seen
in controls. This finding has important implications for
pathogenesis: it suggests that with aggressive treatment
of inflammation and symptoms (as was the case in our
population) disease activity will improve, but the gut
microbiome may remain perturbed. This finding is in
line with a recent paper by Forbes et al., who found that
there was no clear difference between microbiota of in-
flamed and non-inflamed mucosa in either CD or UC,
suggesting that gut dysbiosis is the driver of inflamma-
tion rather than a result of it [37].
This pattern of persistent dysbiosis further emphasizes

the need for prospective, longitudinal tracking with exten-
sive follow-up: microbiome trends, microbiome resilience,
and return to “healthy” composition may all be important
to assess [38]. A larger study to investigate the impact of
different treatments is also needed. Observations from
such studies will open new therapeutic opportunities
aimed at ameliorating dysbiosis in the hope of either pre-
venting disease or limiting future complications.
At the individual genus level, several genera showed

differences between groups in our GEE, random forest
models, or both, with six bearing special mention: Akker-
mansia, Coprococcus, Fusobacterium, Veillonella, Faecali-
bacterium, and Adlercreutzia. In our sample, Akkermansia
had a higher pretreatment abundance in non-responders
compared to responders (Fig. 4b). The genome of Akker-
mansia, identified in our random forest analysis, contains
mucinase genes [39] and is considered to be a mucin-
degrading bacterium [40]. In gnotobiotic mice, Akker-
mansia increases inflammation in mice co-infected
with Salmonella typhimurium [41]. We also found that
Coprococcus (a genus identified in both GEE and ran-
dom forest analyses) was diminished in cases compared to
controls, and was further diminished in non-responders.
In fact, agglutinating antibodies for Coprococcus were
briefly considered as a biomarker for CD screening [42].
We have previously reported significantly higher abun-

dance of Fusobacterium and Veillonella in the stool of
treatment-naïve CD patients [19]. In our GEE analysis
we again identified these two genera at increased abun-
dance in cases, especially in non-responders to therapy.
One recent study by Kelsen et al. identified significantly
increased levels of these two taxa, among others, in the
subgingival microbiome of patients with CD who were
not taking antibiotics [43]. This prompts the hypothesis
that oral cavity microbiota, also seen in the guts of IBD

patients, may play a significant role in the pathogenesis
and progression of IBD. Species of Fusobacterium are
also associated with a wide variety of negative health
outcomes, such as dental plaque, periodontal disease,
Lemierre syndrome [44], head and neck infections [45],
and especially colon cancer [46, 47].
Faecalibacterium, a genus of interest from our random

forest analysis, includes the species F. prausnitzii. One
particular strain of this species—A2-165—was recently
found by Rossi et al. to have an important role in anti-
inflammatory processes. This bacterium was particularly
adept at eliciting high levels of IL-10 production, enhan-
cing ovalbumin-specific T cell proliferation, and reducing
interferon gamma-positive T cells. Treatment with A2-
165 even attenuated inflammation in a murine model
of chronic relapsing colitis [48]. Because Faecalibacter-
ium abundance was found to be decreased in non-
responders compared to responders, our study supports
further investigation into the prognostic and thera-
peutic possibilities of this strain.
Another genus significant in both GEE and random

forest analyses, Adlercreutzia, was found to be decreased
in cases and further decreased in non-responders com-
pared to responders. This genus was originally identified
in human feces and found to play an important role in
the metabolism of isoflavones to equol, a non-steroidal
estrogen [49]. To our knowledge, the role of Adlercreut-
zia in IBD has not yet been explored; however, its ap-
pearance in the significant results of both our GEE and
random forest analyses suggest it may be a future target
of interest.
Genera from the families Lachnospiraceae and Rumino-

coccaceae appear several times in our GEE and random
forest results. Though not included in the dysbiosis index,
members of these families were found to be characteristic
of tissue samples from Crohn’s disease in a recent study
by Tyler et al. [50]. Four of the top 15 most important
genera identified by our classifier belong to the family
Lachnospiraceae, and all are reduced in non-responders
compared to responders. Further research is needed into
the possible contribution of members of this family to
IBD pathophysiology.
Our study has several limitations. Some control sub-

jects were related to affected subjects; however, the
unrelated controls actually had significantly higher mi-
crobial dysbiosis than the related controls, suggesting
shared environment did not overly inflate dysbiosis in
the related study subjects. One factor that may have
contributed to this trend is that some related controls
were parents and were hence older than the affected
subjects. Additionally, there was variation in the number
of samples obtained from each patient. To correct for
this variation, we weighted samples for each study sub-
ject according to the number of samples they
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contributed to the study. Our sample population had a
smaller number of UC subjects than CD subjects; al-
though patients with UC had higher measures of clinical
activity, we combined these patients for predictive model-
ing, because IBD disease type did not explain a large
proportion of the variance between microbiome samples
among IBD cases.
These unique data provide the first glimpse into

the long-term dynamics of the gut microbiome of
subjects with and without IBD. The data show that
the dysbiosis index captures alteration of the micro-
biome in IBD patients relative to controls, and asso-
ciates with clinical and biochemical measures of
disease activity. More importantly, the dysbiosis
index did not decline to levels seen in unaffected
individuals, even when patients were in remission. Distinct
microbial signatures seen at the genus level among
responders and non-responders may have clinical implica-
tions for therapeutics and risk stratification. The potential
impact of this analysis is far-reaching, as it provides
insight into how gut microbial dysbiosis changes with
treatment and remission in patients with IBD. Our results
also lay the groundwork for predicting patients’ ultimate
response to therapy.

Conclusions
New findings

� Markers of inflammation and dysbiosis are increased
in IBD; microbial dysbiosis improves over time but
persists despite cessation of clinical disease activity
and mucosal healing among responders.

� The dysbiosis index does associate with calprotectin,
a measure of inflammation, but it does not distinguish
treatment responders (those with mucosal healing)
from non-responders. Other microbiome signatures
do emerge at the genus level and warrant further
investigation.

Impact on clinical practice

� Treatment-naïve analysis of the microbiome could
potentially be used to predict whether a subject will
respond to treatment.

� Sustained and deep remission may require
normalizing the gut dysbiosis.

Additional files

Additional file 1: Microbiome samples sequencing and analysis
summary. Contains a table that summarizes total reads, reads passing QC,
and reads successfully classified under closed and de novo OTU-picking
approaches for each sample. Also provided are the dysbiosis and Shannon
index values for samples under the aforementioned approaches along with

median values after 10,000 rarefactions (subsamplings) of the closed-
reference.biom table. (XLSX 46 kb)

Additional file 2: Supplementary tables and figures. Contains
supplementary tables and figures referenced in the paper. (DOCX 838 kb)

Additional file 3: De novo and rarefy analysis. Contains a table that
compares results from the generalized estimating equation (GEE) analysis
performed in the paper (using closed-reference OTU picking) to de novo
OTU picking and rarefied closed-reference approaches. (XLSX 10 kb)

Abbreviations
AUC, area under the curve; CD, Crohn’s disease; GEE, generalized estimating
equation; IBD, inflammatory bowel disease; OTU, operational taxonomic unit;
PCDAI, Pediatric Crohn’s Disease Activity Index; PUCAI, Pediatric Ulcerative
Colitis Activity Index; ROC, receiver operating characteristic; UC, ulcerative colitis

Funding
The Marcus Foundation (to SK) primarily supported this work, with further
support from DK087694 (SK) and DK098231 (SK). KAS received support from
BWF training grant ID 1008188 and NIH NRSA F31DK107229.

Availability of data and materials
The dataset supporting the conclusions of this article is available in the NCBI
Sequence Read Archive (SRA) repository under accession ID SRP076281:
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/sra/SRP076281.

Authors’ contributions
MB, TH, CS, RJX, and SK conceptualized the study; ADK, GAS, and JGM
provided the methodology, KAS, PC, and TV the formal analysis, KAS, PC, and
TV the investigation, and MB, TH, JP, AK, and SK the resources. KAS, MB, TH,
PC, ADK, TV, JP, AK, JGM, and SK wrote the original draft, and all authors
reviewed and edited it. KAS, TV, and AS provided visualization, JGM, RJX, and
SK supervision, and SK funding acquisition. All authors read and approved
the final manuscript.

Competing interests
The authors declare that they have no competing interests.

Ethics approval and consent to participate
Our research conformed to the Declaration of Helsinki. The Institutional
Review Board of Children’s Hospital of Atlanta approved the study, and
informed consent was obtained from all participants.

Disclaimer
The findings and conclusions in this report are those of the authors and do
not necessarily represent the official position of the Centers for Disease
Control and Prevention.

Author details
1Graduate Program in Genetics and Molecular Biology, Graduate Division of
Biological and Biomedical Sciences, Emory University, Atlanta, GA 30322,
USA. 2Department of Pediatrics, Emory University School of Medicine &
Children’s Healthcare of Atlanta, 2015 Uppergate Drive, room 248, Atlanta,
GA 30322, USA. 3Broad Institute of MIT and Harvard, Cambridge, MA 02142,
USA. 4Department of Computer Science, Aalto University School of Science,
02150 Espoo, Finland. 5Department of Human Genetics, Emory University,
Atlanta, GA 30322, USA. 6Centers for Disease Control and Prevention, Atlanta,
GA 30341, USA. 7Center for Computational and Integrative Biology,
Massachusetts General Hospital and Harvard Medical School, Boston, MA
02114, USA. 8Department of Epidemiology, Rollins School of Public Health,
Emory University, Atlanta, GA 30322, USA.

Received: 17 February 2016 Accepted: 1 July 2016

References
1. Knights D, Silverberg MS, Weersma RK, Gevers D, Dijkstra G, Huang H, Tyler AD,

van Sommeren S, Imhann F, Stempak JM, et al. Complex host genetics
influence the microbiome in inflammatory bowel disease. Genome Med.
2014;6:107.

Shaw et al. Genome Medicine  (2016) 8:75 Page 11 of 13

dx.doi.org/10.1186/s13073-016-0331-y
dx.doi.org/10.1186/s13073-016-0331-y
dx.doi.org/10.1186/s13073-016-0331-y
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/sra/SRP076281


2. Manichanh C, Borruel N, Casellas F, Guarner F. The gut microbiota in IBD.
Nat Rev Gastroenterol Hepatol. 2012;9:599–608.

3. Liu JZ, van Sommeren S, Huang H, Ng SC, Alberts R, Takahashi A, Ripke S,
Lee JC, Jostins L, Shah T, et al. Association analyses identify 38 susceptibility
loci for inflammatory bowel disease and highlight shared genetic risk across
populations. Nat Genet. 2015;47:979–86.

4. Benchimol EI, Guttmann A, Griffiths AM, Rabeneck L, Mack DR, Brill H,
Howard J, Guan J, To T. Increasing incidence of paediatric inflammatory
bowel disease in Ontario, Canada: evidence from health administrative data.
Gut. 2009;58:1490–7.

5. Herrinton LJ, Liu L, Lewis JD, Griffin PM, Allison J. Incidence and prevalence
of inflammatory bowel disease in a Northern California managed care
organization, 1996-2002. Am J Gastroenterol. 2008;103:1998–2006.

6. Burisch J, Jess T, Martinato M, Lakatos PL, EpiCom E. The burden of
inflammatory bowel disease in Europe. J Crohns Colitis. 2013;7:322–37.

7. Benchimol EI, Mack DR, Guttmann A, Nguyen GC, To T, Mojaverian N,
Quach P, Manuel DG. Inflammatory bowel disease in immigrants to Canada
and their children: a population-based cohort study. Am J Gastroenterol.
2015;110:553–63.

8. Molodecky NA, Soon IS, Rabi DM, Ghali WA, Ferris M, Chernoff G, Benchimol EI,
Panaccione R, Ghosh S, Barkema HW, Kaplan GG. Increasing incidence and
prevalence of the inflammatory bowel diseases with time, based on systematic
review. Gastroenterology. 2012;142:46–54. e42; quiz e30.

9. Malmborg P, Hildebrand H. The emerging global epidemic of paediatric
inflammatory bowel disease — causes and consequences. J Intern Med.
2016;279:241–58.

10. Kaakoush NO, Day AS, Huinao KD, Leach ST, Lemberg DA, Dowd SE,
Mitchell HM. Microbial dysbiosis in pediatric patients with Crohn's disease.
J Clin Microbiol. 2012;50:3258–66.

11. Papa E, Docktor M, Smillie C, Weber S, Preheim SP, Gevers D, Giannoukos G,
Ciulla D, Tabbaa D, Ingram J, et al. Non-invasive mapping of the
gastrointestinal microbiota identifies children with inflammatory bowel
disease. PLoS One. 2012;7:e39242.

12. Morgan XC, Tickle TL, Sokol H, Gevers D, Devaney KL, Ward DV, Reyes JA,
Shah SA, Leleiko N, Snapper SB, et al. Dysfunction of the intestinal
microbiome in inflammatory bowel disease and treatment. Genome Biol.
2012;13:R79.

13. Frank DN, St Amand AL, Feldman RA, Boedeker EC, Harpaz N, Pace NR.
Molecular-phylogenetic characterization of microbial community imbalances
in human inflammatory bowel diseases. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A. 2007;104:
13780–5.

14. Hansen R, Russell RK, Reiff C, Louis P, McIntosh F, Berry SH, Mukhopadhya I,
Bisset WM, Barclay AR, Bishop J, et al. Microbiota of de-novo pediatric IBD:
increased Faecalibacterium prausnitzii and reduced bacterial diversity in
Crohn's but not in ulcerative colitis. Am J Gastroenterol. 2012;107:1913–22.

15. Sokol H, Seksik P. The intestinal microbiota in inflammatory bowel diseases:
time to connect with the host. Curr Opin Gastroenterol. 2010;26:327–31.

16. Alipour M, Zaidi D, Valcheva R, Jovel J, Martinez I, Sergi C, Walter J, Mason AL,
Wong GK, Dieleman LA, et al. Mucosal barrier depletion and loss of bacterial
diversity are primary abnormalities in paediatric ulcerative colitis.
J Crohns Colitis. 2016;10:462–71.

17. Knights D, Lassen KG, Xavier RJ. Advances in inflammatory bowel disease
pathogenesis: linking host genetics and the microbiome. Gut. 2013;62:1505–10.

18. Lewis JD, Chen EZ, Baldassano RN, Otley AR, Griffiths AM, Lee D, Bittinger K,
Bailey A, Friedman ES, Hoffmann C, et al. Inflammation, antibiotics, and diet
as environmental stressors of the gut microbiome in pediatric Crohn's
disease. Cell Host Microbe. 2015;18:489–500.

19. Gevers D, Kugathasan S, Denson LA, Vazquez-Baeza Y, Van Treuren W, Ren B,
Schwager E, Knights D, Song SJ, Yassour M, et al. The treatment-naive
microbiome in new-onset Crohn's disease. Cell Host Microbe. 2014;15:382–92.

20. Kolho KL, Korpela K, Jaakkola T, Pichai MV, Zoetendal EG, Salonen A, de Vos WM.
Fecal microbiota in pediatric inflammatory bowel disease and its relation to
inflammation. Am J Gastroenterol. 2015;110:921–30.

21. Levine A, Griffiths A, Markowitz J, Wilson DC, Turner D, Russell RK, Fell J,
Ruemmele FM, Walters T, Sherlock M, et al. Pediatric modification of the
Montreal classification for inflammatory bowel disease: the Paris
classification. Inflamm Bowel Dis. 2011;17:1314–21.

22. Turner D, Griffiths AM, Walters TD, Seah T, Markowitz J, Pfefferkorn M, Keljo D,
Otley A, Leleiko NS, Mack D, et al. Appraisal of the pediatric Crohn's disease
activity index on four prospectively collected datasets: recommended cutoff
values and clinimetric properties. Am J Gastroenterol. 2010;105:2085–92.

23. Hyams JS, Ferry GD, Mandel FS, Gryboski JD, Kibort PM, Kirschner BS, Keljo D,
Otley A, Leleiko NS, Mack D, et al. Development and validation of a pediatric
Crohn's disease activity index. J Pediatr Gastroenterol Nutr. 1991;12:439–47.

24. Shepanski MA, Markowitz JE, Mamula P, Hurd LB, Baldassano RN. Is an
abbreviated Pediatric Crohn's Disease Activity Index better than the
original? J Pediatr Gastroenterol Nutr. 2004;39:68–72.

25. Turner D, Otley AR, Mack D, Hyams J, de Bruijne J, Uusoue K, Walters TD,
Zachos M, Mamula P, Beaton DE, et al. Development, validation, and
evaluation of a pediatric ulcerative colitis activity index: a prospective
multicenter study. Gastroenterology. 2007;133:423–32.

26. Masella AP, Bartram AK, Truszkowski JM, Brown DG, Neufeld JD.
PANDAseq: paired-end assembler for illumina sequences. BMC
Bioinformatics. 2012;13:31.

27. Caporaso JG, Kuczynski J, Stombaugh J, Bittinger K, Bushman FD, Costello
EK, Fierer N, Pena AG, Goodrich JK, Gordon JI, et al. QIIME allows analysis
of high-throughput community sequencing data. Nat Methods. 2010;7:
335–6.

28. Edgar RC. Search and clustering orders of magnitude faster than BLAST.
Bioinformatics. 2010;26:2460–1.

29. Oksanen J, Guillaume Blanchet F, Kindt R, Legendre P, Minchin PR, O'Hara
RB, Simpson GL, Solymos P, Stevens MHH, Wagner H. vegan: Community
Ecology Package. 2016, R package version 2.3-4.

30. Zeger SL, Liang KY. Longitudinal data analysis for discrete and continuous
outcomes. Biometrics. 1986;42:121–30.

31. Yan J. geepack: yet another package for generalized estimating equations.
R News. 2002;2:12–4.

32. Williamson JM, Datta S, Satten GA. Marginal analyses of clustered data when
cluster size is informative. Biometrics. 2003;59:36–42.

33. Wiener ALM. Classification and regression by randomForest. R News. 2002;2:
18–22.

34. Sing T, Sander O, Beerenwinkel N, Lengauer T. ROCR: visualizing classifier
performance in R. Bioinformatics. 2005;21:3940–1.

35. Theede K, Holck S, Ibsen P, Ladelund S, Nordgaard-Lassen I, Nielsen AM.
Level of fecal calprotectin correlates with endoscopic and histologic
inflammation and identifies patients with mucosal healing in ulcerative
colitis. Clin Gastroenterol Hepatol. 2015;13:1929-36.

36. Schoepfer AM, Vavricka S, Zahnd-Straumann N, Straumann A, Beglinger C.
Monitoring inflammatory bowel disease activity: clinical activity is judged to
be more relevant than endoscopic severity or biomarkers. In J Crohns
Colitis. 2012;6:412–8.

37. Forbes JD, Van Domselaar G, Bernstein CN. Microbiome survey of the
inflamed and noninflamed gut at different compartments within the
gastrointestinal tract of inflammatory bowel disease patients. Inflamm
Bowel Dis. 2016;22:817–25.

38. Caporaso JG, Lauber CL, Costello EK, Berg-Lyons D, Gonzalez A, Stombaugh J,
Knights D, Gajer P, Ravel J, Fierer N, et al. Moving pictures of the human
microbiome. Genome Biol. 2011;12:R50.

39. van Passel MW, Kant R, Zoetendal EG, Plugge CM, Derrien M, Malfatti SA,
Chain PS, Woyke T, Palva A, de Vos WM, Smidt H. The genome of
Akkermansia muciniphila, a dedicated intestinal mucin degrader, and its use
in exploring intestinal metagenomes. PLoS One. 2011;6:e16876.

40. Everard A, Cani PD. Diabetes, obesity and gut microbiota. Best Pract Res Clin
Gastroenterol. 2013;27:73–83.

41. Ganesh BP, Klopfleisch R, Loh G, Blaut M. Commensal Akkermansia
muciniphila exacerbates gut inflammation in Salmonella Typhimurium-
infected gnotobiotic mice. PLoS One. 2013;8:e74963.

42. Wensinck F, van de Merwe JP, Mayberry JF. An international study of
agglutinins to Eubacterium, Peptostreptococcus and Coprococcus species
in Crohn's disease, ulcerative colitis and control subjects. Digestion. 1983;
27:63–9.

43. Kelsen J, Bittinger K, Pauly-Hubbard H, Posivak L, Grunberg S, Baldassano R,
Lewis JD, Wu GD, Bushman FD. Alterations of the subgingival microbiota in
pediatric Crohn's disease studied longitudinally in discovery and validation
cohorts. Inflamm Bowel Dis. 2015;21:2797–805.

44. Holm K, Svensson PJ, Rasmussen M. Invasive Fusobacterium necrophorum
infections and Lemierre's syndrome: the role of thrombophilia and EBV.
Eur J Clin Microbiol Infect Dis. 2015;34:2199–207.

45. Yusuf E, Halewyck S, Wybo I, Pierard D, Gordts F. Fusobacterium
necrophorum and other Fusobacterium spp. isolated from head and neck
infections: a 10-year epidemiology study in an academic hospital.
Anaerobe. 2015;34:120–4.

Shaw et al. Genome Medicine  (2016) 8:75 Page 12 of 13



46. Kostic AD, Gevers D, Pedamallu CS, Michaud M, Duke F, Earl AM, Ojesina AI,
Jung J, Bass AJ, Tabernero J, et al. Genomic analysis identifies association of
Fusobacterium with colorectal carcinoma. Genome Res. 2012;22:292–8.

47. Kostic AD, Chun E, Robertson L, Glickman JN, Gallini CA, Michaud M, Clancy TE,
Chung DC, Lochhead P, Hold GL, et al. Fusobacterium nucleatum potentiates
intestinal tumorigenesis and modulates the tumor-immune
microenvironment. Cell Host Microbe. 2013;14:207–15.

48. Rossi O, van Berkel LA, Chain F, Tanweer Khan M, Taverne N, Sokol H,
Duncan SH, Flint HJ, Harmsen HJ, Langella P, et al. Faecalibacterium
prausnitzii A2-165 has a high capacity to induce IL-10 in human and murine
dendritic cells and modulates T cell responses. Sci Rep. 2016;6:18507.

49. Maruo T, Sakamoto M, Ito C, Toda T, Benno Y. Adlercreutzia equolifaciens
gen. nov., sp. nov., an equol-producing bacterium isolated from human
faeces, and emended description of the genus Eggerthella. Int J Syst Evol
Microbiol. 2008;58:1221–7.

50. Tyler AD, Kirsch R, Milgrom R, Stempak JM, Kabakchiev B, Silverberg MS.
Microbiome heterogeneity characterizing intestinal tissue and inflammatory
bowel disease phenotype. Inflamm Bowel Dis. 2016;22:807–16.

•  We accept pre-submission inquiries 

•  Our selector tool helps you to find the most relevant journal

•  We provide round the clock customer support 

•  Convenient online submission

•  Thorough peer review

•  Inclusion in PubMed and all major indexing services 

•  Maximum visibility for your research

Submit your manuscript at
www.biomedcentral.com/submit

Submit your next manuscript to BioMed Central 
and we will help you at every step:

Shaw et al. Genome Medicine  (2016) 8:75 Page 13 of 13


	Abstract
	Background
	Methods
	Results
	Conclusions

	Background
	Methods
	Study population
	Specimen collection and processing
	Bioinformatic processing
	Statistical analysis
	Predictive modeling

	Results
	Extensive characterization of gut inflammation and microbiome in a longitudinal cohort of children with IBD
	Subjects with IBD have increased markers of inflammation and dysbiosis compared to controls
	Dysbiosis associates significantly with clinical and biological measures of disease severity
	Gut microbiome differences between groups
	Predicting future response to treatment via the gut microbiome using pretreatment samples

	Discussion
	Conclusions
	New findings
	Impact on clinical practice

	Additional files
	show[ab]
	Funding
	Availability of data and materials
	Authors’ contributions
	Competing interests
	Ethics approval and consent to participate
	Disclaimer
	Author details
	References

